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P-ROGEEDI-NGS
1:32 p. m

FACI LI TATOR CAMERON: On the record. |If
everyone coul d cone down and have a seat, we’'re goi ng
to get started with this afternoon’s neeting. Good
af ternoon, everyone. M nane is Chip Caneron. |’'m
t he Speci al Counsel for Public Liaison at the Nucl ear
Regul atory Commission. 1’dlike to welcome all of you
to the NRC s public neeting today.

Qur subject today is the environnental
revi ew and eval uation that the NRCis going to conduct
on an application that we received from Dom nion
Nucl ear Connecticut to renew the operating |licenses
for Units 2 and 3 at the MIIstone Nucl ear Power
Facility. It’s my pleasure to serve as your
Facilitator for today’'s nmeeting. M responsibility
will betotry to help all of youto have a productive
nmeeting this afternoon.

| just want to say a few words about
nmeeting process before we get into the substance of
today’ s discussion. Qur format today is going to be
atw part format. It matches the objectives for the
nmeeting. The first part of the neeting is going to be
devoted to some brief NRC presentations to give you
sonme background on the | i cense renewal process. After
that, we’ Il go out to anybody who has questi ons about

| i cense renewal s t o make sure that you understand t he
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The second part of the neeting is to give
us an opportunity to listen to you, to listen to any
recommendat i ons, advi ce, concerns that you m ght have
about |icense renewal but nost specifically about any
i ssues that you think the NRC should consider in
conducting the environmental review on this |icense
application. W’ re also taking witten comrents from
t he public on these i ssues. But we wanted to be here
today to hear fromyou in person

Let me assure you that anything that you
say today will be given equal weight wth anything
that we get in witing. In fact, you may hear
information today either fromthe NRC staff or from
ot her menbers of the audi ence that will either pronpt
you to file a witten conment or give you nore
i nformati on on which to base your witten comrents.
But they will have the same weight.

Interns of ground rul es for the neeting,
they are very sinple. After we hear the NRC staff
presentations and go out to you for questions, if you
do have a question, just signal me and I wll bring
you this cordl ess m crophone. G ve us your name and
affiliation, if appropriate, and we’'ll try to answer
your question as best we can.

We are taking atranscript of the neeting

today. Pete is our court recorder right here. This
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is also being filmed by CIN. That will be on the
network at some point. W'l try to get you
i nformati on about when that m ght happen.

| woul d ask that only one person speak at
a time at the nmeeting so that we can get a clean
transcript of who is talking but nore inportantly so
that we can give our full attention to whonever has
the floor at that tine. | would ask youto try to be
brief in your questions and comments solely for the
purpose so that we can nmke sure that we give
everybody who wants to speak today an opportunity to
speak.

When we get to the formal commrent part of
the neeting, | usually ask people to conme up to the
front to address us. W can do that nore informally
per haps at the m crophones here, but if you cone upto
the front, everybody will be able to see you. It will
also aidingetting a good feed for the cabl e net work.

If you could try to keep your comments to
five to seven mnutes, that would be very hel pful
It’s not an iron clad rule. If you go a couple of
m nutes beyond, that will be fine. But we do want to
make sure that everybody has an opportunity to talk.

| do want to introduce you to the people
fromthe NRC who will be tal king to you today, first
of all, M. John Tappert. John is going to give us a

wel cone and overview in a few mnutes. John is the
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Chief of the Environmental Section within the NRC s
Li cense Renewal and Environnental |npact Program
John and his staff are responsible for preparing the
envi ronnental reviews on any application that we get
for a reactor licensing action, not just I|icense
renewal s but early site permts or any other type of
action that requires an environnmental review for a
react or.

John has been wth the Agency for
approximately 14 years. He has served as a resident
i nspector at the nucl ear plants that the NRC over sees.
Before that, he was with the Nuclear Navy. |In terns
of education, he has a Bachel or’ s Degree i n Aeronautic
and Ccean Engi neering fromVirginia Tech and he has a
Master’s Degree in Environnental Engineering from
Johns Hopki ns University.

After John tal ks, we’re going to go right
to M. Richard Ench who is right here. Rich is the
Envi ronnent al Proj ect Manager on the License Renewal
Application for the MIIstone units. He oversees the
preparation of the Environnental |npact Statenent for
this license renewal application

He'll be talking to you about the
specifics of the environnmental reviewfor the |license
renewal application. Rich has a Bachelor’s in Physics
from Loui si ana Tech and a Master’s in Health Physics

fromGeorgia Tech. Wth that, | would thank you for
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all being here this afternoon to help us with an
i mportant decision that we have to make on this
i cense application.

| would just stress continuity. Thi s
meeting i s one point on atime spectrum W have NRC
staff here fromour regions, fromother offices. W
have our expert consultants here who are going to be
hel ping us to prepare the environnental review After
t he neeting, please take the opportunity if you have
specific questions to talk with them Rich is going
to give you sonme contact information.

And i f you do have questi ons or concerns,
pl ease feel free to contact the NRC at any ti me about
t hose questions and concerns. Wth that, |'’mgoingto
turn it over to John Tappert. John.

MR. TAPPERT: Thank you, Chip. Good
af ternoon, everyone, and wel cone. As Chip said, ny
nanme is John Tappert. On behalf of the Nuclear
Regul at ory Conmi ssion, | would |ike to thank everyone
for com ng out here tonight and participatinginthis
process.

| hope you find the information that we
share with you today to be hel pful. W |ook forward
to receiving your conments both today and in the
future. First, we have one housekeeping i ssue. The
fire marshall has asked metotell youthat if there’s

a need to evacuate this room which we're not
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anticipating, but if it is necessary, please use the
doors on the side. Do not try to funnel through the
door you cane in this afternoon

| would like tostart off by briefly going
over t he purposes and agenda of today’s nmeeting. Rich
Ench is going to give you a brief presentati on today.
He’s going to provide a brief overview of the entire
i cense renewal process. This includes both the
safety reviewas well as an environnental revi ewwhich
will be the principal focus of today’s neeting.

Then he will give you sone nore
i nf ormati on about that environmental revi ewwhich wll
assess the environnmental inpacts associated wth
extending the operating licenses of the MIIstone
Units 2 and 3 for an additional 20 years. Then he’l
gi ve you sone information about the bal ance of our
review schedul e and how you can contact us in the
future

After that brief presentation, we get to
the real heart of today’ s neeting here today which is
to receive any comments that you may have on t he scope
of our review. But before Rich’s presentation, let ne
gi ve you sone brief context to the license renewal
process itself.

The Atom c Energy Act gives the NRC the
authority to issue operating |licenses to comerci al

nucl ear power plants for a period of 40 years. For
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M Il stone Units 2 and 3, those operating licenses will
expire in 2015 and 2025 respectively. Qur regul ati ons
al so make provisions for extending those operating
licenses for an additional 20 years as part of a
i cense renewal process. Dom ni on has requested
i cense renewal for both units.

As part of the NRC s review of that
application, we will be devel oping an environmenta
i mpact statenent. Right now, we’'re in the very early
stages of that reviewin what we call scopi ng where we
seek to identify those i ssues which will require the
greatest focus during our review

After scoping, we are goingto devel op our
prelimnary findings and publish them in a draft
environmental inpact statenent. After that draft is
published, we wll return here again for another
public nmeeting to receive your conments on our review.
Wth that as a brief introduction, | would |ike to ask
Rich to give our presentation.

MR EMCH H. |[|I'’mRch Ench. 1’mthe
Seni or Environmental Project Manager fromthe Nucl ear
Regul at ory Conmmi ssion for the MIIstone Units 2 and 3
Li cense Renewal . Let’s start off by tal ki ng about t he
overall license renewal process. You see the four
maj or conponents of it on the slide in front of you.

The first conponent is a safety review

that’s conducted by a teamof nucl ear safety experts
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that’ s | ed by Johnny Eads. Those of you who were here
for the nmeeti ng back i n February, Johnny addressed you
about that process in sone detail. Another part of it
is the plant inspections. There are inspectors from
the regional office and from headquarters who go out
and perform inspections and record audits at the
pl ant .

The environnental review, that’s the part
that we’re going to be tal king about today. That’s
the part that I'’min charge of. This is associated
with evaluating the environmental inpacts of an
additional 20 years of operation at M| stone Power
Station Units 2 and 3.

The | ast one down there is the Advisory
Comm ttee on Reactor Safeguards. W refer to themas
ACRS. This is a group of nationally known experts on
radi ati on nucl ear safety that are basically hired by
the Comm ssion thenmselves to do an independent
overview, review of the NRC s review.

So they are | ooki ng over the rest of the
staff’s shoulders on this. W say they are
i ndependent because they are not actual |y nenbers of
the staff. They are hired by the Conm ssion with the
speci fic purpose of |ooking over our shoul ders.

This slide gives you a layout of the
overall process, the four steps that we were just

tal ki ng about. In this safety review, the safety
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revi ew concentrates on what we call passive, short-
lived conmponents. These are systens that don’t get
used a lot. They are systens that don’t get repl aced
on somne regul ar frequency.

So thisis the kind of thing that will be
particularly inportant to | ook at when you are goi ng
to extend the | icense for an additional 20 years. The
safety reviewthat Johnny is in charge of concentrates
on those itenms, on those structure, systens, and
conmponents. That’s in this chainright here. You can
see that once they finishtheir safety eval uation, the
ACRS does a review of that.

Along the top, we have the inspection
activities that we were just talking about. Those
wi || be published in inspection reports. Then al ong
the bottom we have the environnental review Each
pl ace where you see this splash mark, that indicates
an opportunity for public participation. As you can
see, the first one is the scoping activities, the
scopi ng nmeeting that we’ re hol di ng today.

| mentioned earlier that they are | ooking
at the passive, long-lived conponents. ["11 just
mention a couple of things that are not involved in
this revi ew because they are handl ed on a day to day
basis; energency planning, security, day to day
operational safety issues. Those are all things that

are not really part of license renewal.
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It’s not that they are not inportant.
They are very inportant. But they are handled on a
day to day basi s by the ongoi ng safety systens, by the
ongoing regulatory systems such as the resident
i nspectors who are stationed at the M| stone Pl ant,
the regional inspectors that come out on a regul ar
basi s.

W received their application on January
22. The safety review has already started. The
i nspection activities have already started. Let’s
tal k about the environnental review specifically.

This represents the first opportunity.
This is where we cone before you fol ks. W’ re asking
you to be our |ocal environmental experts. You are
t he people who live and work near this plant. What
we’ re | ooking for fromyou is information about topics
or aspects of an environnental inpact that we should
be evaluating. W’re also asking you if you have
i nformation that you can share with us that we m ght
not find in other avenues that m ght hel p us eval uate
t hese environnental inpacts.

After we have this neeting, we will also

spend the rest of the week in what we call an

environnental audit. W’Il be at the site with a
nunber of our experts. W' |l be eval uating prograns,
| ooki ng at docunentati on. We'll prepare a draft

environnental statenent. |It’s actually a suppl enent
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to the CGEIS, the Generic Environnental | npact
St at enent .

W' Il  publish that. W'l ask for
comments again. W' Ill conme back here probably in
January of 2005 and hol d anot her neeti ng and get i nput
fromyou folks. Then we’'ll publish the final. You
see that out here there’s the ACRS review. Then
there’s an opportunity for hearings.

Now, the opportunity for hearings cl osed
on May 11. But in fact, we did receive a petition for
hearings from the Connecticut Coalition Against
MIlIlstone, |I believe, is the right title. So that
petition is under consideration.

The National Environnental Policy Act of
1969 basi cal | y nandat es t hat Federal agencies will do
a systematic evaluation and disclosure of the
envi ronnental inpacts of major Federal actions. The
| i cense renewal has not been determ ned by the NRCto
be a major Federal action. But the Conm ssion did
decide that we would prepare an environnental
statement for l|icense renewal .

That’ s maj or Federal actions that have a
potential to significantly affect the quality of the
human environnment. As | nentioned earlier, what we
will prepare for MIllstone is a plant-specific
supplenent to the Generic Environnmental |npact

Statenent that was prepared several years ago where




10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

26

27

14

they | ooked at all the nuclear power plants in the
United States and their possibility for |Iicense
renewal .

One of the things that we will do as part
of this NEPA Reviewis, we will |look at alternatives
i ncluding the what we call the No Action Alternative
which would nmean to not grant the |icense renewa
application. Al of this is directed at trying to
determine this review standard. This is the |egal
version of it. M version is, the question is, are
t he environnent al i npacts of an additi onal 20 years of
operation at M1 stone accept abl e from an
environnental inpacts point of view?

As | said, we received the application on
January 22. W published the notice of intent to
conduct scoping on March 31. We’'re holding this
nmeeting. We'll be doing the audit alittle bit later
on this week. W’'ll be sending requests for
additional information to the l|icensee by July 2.
W' || publish the draft statement in Decenber. Not
shown in here, we’'ll also be back in here for anot her
public nmeeting. Then the final inpact statenent wll
probably be July of 2005.

We gat her informati on fromseveral pl aces
as part of our audit and as part of our environnental
revi ew. There’s the application itself, public

comments that we receive fromyou folks. W have a
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nunber of environnental experts that are going to be
tal king to a wi de range of people; the State Historic
Preservation Oficer, the Fish and Wldlife Service,
any nunber of different organizations, social
organi zati ons, the Chanber of Conmerce, the Sel ect nmen
for your towns, all these various agencies and
permtting authorities, the State Department of
Environnmental Protection who is the permtting
authority for the NPDES permt for the plant.

W' Il be talking with all these people.
Information fromall these sources will go into our
review. This is a depiction of the kinds of areas
that we will be evaluating. You can see there’s
at nospheric science, air quality, terrestrial and
aquati c ecol ogy, water quality, radiation protection,
archaeol ogy, cultural resources, and then of course
soci o-econoni cs and sonmething that's referred to as
envi ronnental justi ce.

W have a team of experts from the Los
Al anos Nati onal Laboratory, peopl e who have expertise
in these various areas that will be assisting us.
Then we have several people on the staff who will be
assisting us and those who have expertise in these
areas as wel | .

Let’s talk alittle bit about some of the
m | estones of the revi ewprocess. The scopi ng peri od,

which we are in now, will close on June 4. So one of
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your ways of getting us coments is through this
nmeeting tonight by talking after |'m finished.
Anot her way of getting us comments is to send themto
us by June 4. On the next slide, we're going to talk
about that. W' |l issue the draft statenment in
Decenber. W expect to issue the final statenent in
July.

This is how you can get comments to us or
how you can find information. Poi nt of contact,
that’s me, Richard Ench, Jr. That’s ny phone nunber.
You can reach me directly by that phone nunmber. The
docunents are located, also the people at the
Waterford Library and the Thanes Ri ver Canpus of the
Three Rivers Community College have been gracious
enough to keep our docunents there and avail able for
menbers of the public to see. You can also find the
docunments on the NRC s website.

To provide us comments, you can conment
tonight or this afternoon at this neeting. You can
send themby mail to this address. You can bring them
in personto us at our of fices in Rockville, Maryl and.
O probably one of the sinplest ways if you are not
goingtotalk tonight is, thisis aweb address that's
been set up. | check this web address everyday,
M || stoneEl S@rc.gov. You can send your coments to
t hat address as well.

That finishes ny presentation. | want to
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thank you all for comng out tonight and for
vol unteering to be one of our |ocal environnental
experts. Qur purpose heretonight istosinply listen
and learn. W want to hear what you fol ks have to
tell us that you t hink we should know. Wth that, I'm
going to turn it back over to Chinp.

FACI LI TATOR CAMERON: Thank you very nmuch,
Rich. Thank you, John. Before we go out to you to
see if there are any questions, Rich nentioned our
resi dent inspectors. | wanted to introduce the
residents for the MIlstone Facility. The residents
are our eyes and ears, so to speak, at the facility.
They live in the conmunity. They ensure that the NRC
Regul ati ons are being foll owed.

First of all, I would like to introduce
t he Seni or Resident, Max Schnei der who is right here.
Then the other resident is Kevin Mangan who is right
there. Thank you for being here. Do we have any
guestions on what you heard in ternms of the
presentation? |s there anything that we can answer
before we go to formal comments, listening to you?
Okay, no questions now. But if we do have tinme during
the rest of the neeting, if you do have questions, we
can deal with themthen.

W' Il goright tothe part of the neeting
where we want to hear fromyou. W do want to |isten.

W will Iisten. 1’mjust enphasizing that because we
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will belistening. W won't be comenting on anyt hi ng
that you say. There may be sonme time during the
formal presentations where we’ Il just want to conme in
to nake a note about anything that was said in the
presentations that we think needs to be clarified.

But basically we’'re heretolistento you.
VWat | would like to do is go to elected
representatives first and then ask t he conpany to gi ve
their vision, their rationale for |icense renewal.
Then we’re going to go to the rest of you. 1’ mgoing
to start on the local |evel and ask the Mayor of New
London to conme up and speak to us at this point. It’s
Mayor Gaynor, City of New London.

MAYOR GAYNOR JR.: Good afternoon. | am
Gerard J. Gaynor Jr., the Mayor of the City of New
London. As you know, the Gty of New London borders
Waterford, the host comunity for MI 1| stone Point. As
New London’s top el ected official, it is my pleasure
to be here today to endorse the relicensing of
MIlIstone Units 2 and 3.

| stand before you today not because New
London receives any substantial direct benefits from
the plant such as taxes. |In fact, MIIlstone and its
owner s Domi ni on have no property or facilities within
our city limts. Rather, | amhere because this pl ant
i s aregional asset whose benefits are received by al |

of us in Southeastern Connecticut and New Engl and f or
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that matter

The construction and t he operation of this
pl ant have been a huge part of regional econony for
nore than 40 years and one that we need to protect for
t he pl anned | i cense extensi on of anot her 20 years. |
woul d Iike to thank MIIstone for purchasi ng needed
materials from our |ocal vendors whenever possible
because we all benefit. W are a regional econony.
Al'l of us benefit fromthese purchases whet her they
are made in Ad Lyme, Norwi ch, or New London

Everyone in this room knows that
electricity costs are a ngjor factor in existing and
new busi nesses. | have been tol d that nucl ear energy
is one of the | owest cost generators in the U S W
need to do everything possible to help support our
exi sting businesses and draw new busi nesses to our
ar ea.

Dominion and M || stone has been a good
nei ghbor to New London. Over the past few years,
Domi nion has stepped up to the plate and offered
assistance to our city. On one occasion, there was a
need for a new playground at Edgerton Elenentary
School, New London. Dom ni on not only provided
substantial financial support for the project but they
also sent in a team of enployees to construct the
pl ayground.

On anot her occasi on, Dom ni on sent nore
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t han 50 of their enpl oyees to New London for an entire
day to cl ean up one of our parks on Pequot Avenue. It
is inportant to note that on both of these occasions
M || stone contacted us and asked us what they coul d do
to help. W didn't approach them This is a good
nei ghbor. Actions speak |ouder than words. In ny
view, these actions speak volunes to tell you what
ki nd of a conpany they are.

Inclosing, | believethat therelicensing
of MIlIstone is inportant for the future of our
comunity. W understand that the Nucl ear Regul atory
Conmi ssion will do the actual reviewof the stationto
ensure that M| 1 stone Pl ants conti nue to neet Feder al
Safety Standards. That being the case, | solemmly
support the relicense of MII|stone Point. Thank you
very much

FACI LI TATOR CAMERON: Thank you very nuch,
Mayor Gaynor. Next we’'re going to go to M. Wayne
Fraser who is First Sel ectnan East Lyne. M. Fraser.

MR. FRASER: Thank you and wel cone.
Vel come to our part of the country. First of all,
t hank you for the opportunity to address the NRC. |
believe that it is very inportant that | share with
you sone of ny thoughts and feelings concerning our
nei ghbor, the MIllIstone Power Plant, and our
rel ati onship wi th Dom nion.

Goi ng back sonewhere in the nei ghborhood
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of six years ago when | was first elected, |I took on
a position working with Tony Sheridan to be part of
the MIIstone Advisory Committee and to work on
bringing the plant back online and having comunity
i nvol verent. | gained a great deal of know edge from
that and also on the operation of a nuclear power
plant by participating in all of the sessions, the
training, and the neetings.

W were taking part in the transition of
M |1 stone to cone back online and to eventual ly have
t he new owners. | first got to know the Dom nion
personnel when they cane up to i ntroduce thensel ves to
the region and to us as comunity | eaders. W found
them to be extrenmely supportive of being truly
i nvol ved in the community and al so very supportive of
the different needs that the comunity brings.

My association with Dom nion and the
M |1 stone Power Plant is that of a nei ghbor since our
town oversees the MIIstone Power Plant due to its
| ocation and al so the |arge nunber of enployees who
live in East Lyne and work there. W definitely took
real sincere interest. M involvenent has continued
as Dom ni on has taken over control of the plant, the
start up, and now the revi ewi ng process.

| have been not hi ng but pl eased with that
association. M training has continued since | have

been allowed to tour other Dom nion plants. | have
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been able to ook at the spent fuel rods and the
different ways of storing them as we were able to
travel in different areas and talk to people w thout
being restricted to find out what was ri ght and what
shoul d take pl ace.

| have had the opportunity to better
educate nyself so that | can better represent the
citizens of nmy town and also the enployees that
continue to work at this plant. W believe that this
is an extrenmely safe operating plant and are very
i nvol ved in the security aspect, especially since the
9/ 11 tragedy brought us closer together and the
i mportance of working cl oser together

| have to say that the conmmunity
i nvol verent of both Dom nion and the support of its
enpl oyees has really increased beyond what it was in
t he past. The contributions to East Lynme and the
ot her surroundi ng communities continues to be a maj or
factor in many of our non-profit events so that they
are truly successful.

Every tine that somet hing newarises, | am

involved init. | ambriefed. | have never been shut
down on any questions that | have asked. | always get
al nost i nmedi ate answers. | n sone cases, | have been

i nformed on matters before they even happened because
Dom nion makes a concerted effort to prepare the

| eaders of the |l ocal communities so that we will know
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what to expect and what we can do to hel p.

This allows nme the opportunity to
represent ny comunity in a positive and in an
educat ed manner. The feeling of trust has definitely
grown froma conpany that we knew not hi ng about. W
now consider this conpany a friend. As a major
comunity | eader, | have the trust that whatever goes
on in that plant and that the best safety practices
wi Il be foll owed.

| have the trust also that the enpl oyees
who work there and who live in our town are fairly
treated and that has taken over. There have really
been out st andi ng comments from many of the enpl oyees
as you go to the different functions that we all go
to. You learn that they have truly fallen in with
Dom nion. They really believe in what they say, and
t hey practice what they preach.

W al so have t he deci si ons that have to be
made for the future. The sites that are part of this
i ncl usi ve process where informationthat’s shared, the
pros and cons are discussed. The input is readily
accepted. W are never left feeling that we don’t
know what is going on. As soon as the questions are
asked, they listen. The town’s feelings and needs are
considered in their business plan and in their
busi ness nodel .

This is probably rare in the process of
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maki ng noney. | think this is what is so inpressive
about the conpany call ed Dom nion. Their bottomline
is obviously inportant, but their comunity
i nvol vement and t heir enpl oyees are al so ri ght on top.
| can only support our relationship with Dom ni on and
say that as a leader | feel very confortable with
t hem

| fully support their need to extend the
licensing of their plant. | will continue to work
with themon a positive and open basis and make our
comunity safer and for the opportunity for all of us
to prosper. | really thank you for the chance to
offer this information.

|’msure that if youtalk to the citizens
of the Town of East Lynme, you wll find that
everything | have said is true and that there is a
positive future in Southeastern Connecticut because of
conpani es |ike Domni nion. Their attitude is to do
things right and nore inportantly to do things right
the first tinme.

| just want to reenphasi ze t he i nvol venent
of the comunity because as we | ook around in tines
when things are really going hard, sonetimes it is
very easy to take the easy road and to nove things on
and not be prepared to take care of the detail. |
have to tell you right nowthat | receive no calls of

concern because everythingisinfront. Everythingis
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out there for the public to nmake deci sions on and to
get answers on.

That hel ps us a great deal as we have so
much el se going on in our life. | really feel that
the business to provide electricity in Southeastern
Connecticut is so inportant because it’s such a najor
part of the State of Connecticut that the econom c
concerns that | can drawto right here, as the Mayor
of New London al so said, is huge to our area as they
try their best to support our |ocal businesses with
purchases of goods and materials and that their
commtrment and their word is excellent. Thank you
very much.

FACI LI TATOR CAMERON: Okay. Thank you,
M. Fraser. W' re going to go to Senator Mel odie
Peters and then we’re going to go to Representative
Andrea Stillman next. Senator Peters.

SENATOR PETERS: Thank you and good
afternoon. Welcone to the Conmm ssion Team | noted
when | was tal king with some of you earlier that about
a decade ago and a fewyears after that, | used to see
many of the Teamnenbers coming in on a regul ar basi s.
W were having these public hearings every coupl e of
weeks because there were so many safety issues that
had to be dealt with at the MII|stone plants.

My comrents, and | was so gl ad to see t hat

the Environnmental Inpact Study also contained
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effecting the quality of the human envi ronnment because
nmy comments are nore broad based as the previous
speakers. And I'd like to take the opportunity to
associate nyself with the Mwyor of New London’s
remarks as well as First Selectman Fraser’s remarKks.

| am Senator Mel odie Peters. | have been
a senator for this District for 12 years. The
Di strict includes seven of the towns that surroundthe
MIllstone area and | also have been chairing the
Energy and Technol ogies Committee for the past 12
years. So | follow the issues of nuclear power as
wel |l as all other power resources inthe utilities in
the State of Connecticut and have been doing so for
the last 12 years.

There’ s three areas that 1'd |i ke to speak
to with respect to the human quality environnent
i mpact and the first one being public safety. As I
said earlier, ten years ago, we had many, nmany
concerns and t hroughout the course of the | ast decade,
we found the need and | did through legislation to
create the Nuclear Energy Advisory Council because
what we found was there was a huge void in
comuni cations as well as sonme serious public safety
i ssues. That council spent many, many hours. Many of
t hemvol unt eer ed and appoi nted by the | egi slaturewith
state agency support in trying to resolve and

conmuni cate with the then current conpani es to resol ve
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some of these public safety issues.

Ti mes have changed. M understanding is
that the council net once |ast year. Donmi nion cane
into the state in 2001 and one of the first things
that they did was to present to us their first concern
and t hat was public safety. And they knewthey had to
win the trust back of the community in order to
denonstrate that in fact they were t he conpany t o neet
t he needs, the public safety needs and concerns we had
as a conmunity.

They worked wth |ocal and state
officials. They worked with coalitions of concerned
citizens as well as with the NEAC, they have never in
nmy opinioninthe years they’ ve been here have put the
community at risk. Dom nion al so generates and
suppl i es 48 percent of our electric needsinthe State
of Connecti cut.

As you know, we have had serious issues
with respect to generating and bills over the |ast
three years that have cl osed down sone of our fossi
fuel plants. Electricityis becomng arare conmodity
and the fact that we have Dom ni on supplying as nuch
of the electricity as they have has kept our |ights on
inthis state, acase in point inthe recent brownouts
that were triggered fromsoneplace off in Onhio. Ve
i n Sout hwest ern Connecti cut |ost our Iights. W have

transm ssi on probl ens i n south and we have congesti on
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problens, but if it weren't for the fact that Dom ni on
was up and generating in a safe manner our lights
woul d have gone down all over the state and we woul d
have been down the sinkhole as nmuch as New York was
in.

Another thing that is inportant wth
public safety, and God forbid that we have to nention
9/11, but it'’s a reality, the plant -- and quite
frankly, | have to tell you. | personally don’'t do
any nore visits to the plant cause | can’'t stand the
rigors of the security when you have to go in. So
say i f you want a neeting | et’s nmeet outside the plant
and |'’m grateful for the tine. But the plant has
al ways been secure with respect to com ngs and goi ngs,
but since 9/11, the Dom nion Corporation has nade it
a point to step above to assure that we have a secure
envi ronnent, so not only before, during and after they
have with all the Federal alerts and | evels that we
have, they respond.

| need to pick up on sonething that M.
Fraser said. | used to get tons of calls from
enpl oyees tal ki ng about safety i ssues with respect to
t he operations of the plant. And in fact, that’s what
triggered a lot of this stuff that we went through as
a conmmunity and you as an NRC years ago. | can tell
you that | have not received a conplaint from an

enpl oyee in the last three years. And that to ne
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speaks volunes in ternms of the enpl oyee base feeling
secure in their environment and that the rules are
bei ng fol | oned.

I knowthat there’ s been sone i ssues al ong
the environment and that is the second area |1'd |ike
to speak about. And nore recently, we’ ve heard about
t he depl eti on of wi nter flounder and sone of the ot her
fisheries with respect to the watershed. And | have
been involved in discussions with the Departnent of
Envi ronnmental Protection inthe State and Domi nionin
trying to nove forward wi t h an appropri ate approach to
how the reactors are being cooled and its inpact on
the fisheries. That, | understand, fromone of your
col |l eagues has sonmething that has been somewhat
unresol ved since the late ‘90s in that is as nuch as
a problem or nore of a problem with the state
environnental protection and their schedul i ng.

| dare say though that there has been a
| ot of discussion over the |last 12 nonths about this
and I woul d expect that they will be issuing a report
soon. Domi ni on al so has been exploring ideas for
creative ways to deal w th wat ershed nanagenent asi de
fromthe obligations that they are going to be held to
in the reissuing of their permt.

Finally, 1'd like to talk about the
community relations. In 2001 when the plant was

purchased by Dominion - and this was triggered by a
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bill that | did in the State restructuring of the
el ectric industry - there was a phone call and then a
knock on ny door. And | was visited by a
representative from Dom ni on, Dan Weekl ey, who took
the tine to sit down to get to know me and wanted
sincerely for me to get to know t hem

That was the first approach, the olive
branch, to this conmunity, and | know a |ot of the
other elected officials got the same visit, to this
conmmunity saying we’'re here. W want to be part of
this comunity. W want to address your concerns. |f
there are problens, we want to sit down and problem
solve together. It nmade a huge inpression on ne.

They have had frequent comuni ty nmeeti ngs
that are open to the public. |’ve been able to attend
a nunber of themand with a free and open questi on and
answer period. Wrking closely with the conmmunity
first responders, with the whole terrorist alert
environnent that we're in. It’s sonething that has
impressed nme. In a nmeeting that |1’ve been to with
General Cugno and he’s a Major representing the
Gener al today who has just been amazing as far as this
region is concerned with respect to terror issues.

Dom ni on has been at the table problem
solving | ooking for new ways to make this commnity
feel as though they're protected and they're

confortabl e. They’ ve made huge fi nanci al
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contributions as the Mayor suggested, often tines,
often tines unsolicited with respect to education
foundations, the Lion’s Club, the children’s nuseum
There’s a host of contributions that they ve nade to
i mprove the quality of life in our region

| just sinmply want to say it’s nmy pl easure
to stand here also endorsing and asking for your
serious consideration of all of these environmental
issues, quality of life issues, with respect to
| engt hening or renewing a license for the MII stone
plant. It’s critical not only for the energy needs of
the state, it’s critical for the relationship and the
partnership that we’ ve created together for this
community andit’s critical to sustaining Southeastern
Connecticut and | thank you for your tinme.

FACI LI TATOR CAMERON: Thank you, Senator
Peters. Representative Still man.

REPRESENTATI VE STI LLMAN:  Good aft er noon.
Have | positioned this well? Yes. Now you can hear
me. Thank you. |’ m Representative Andrea Still man.
| represent Waterford -so welcome tothe District - as
well as a portion of Mntville and previously a
portion of New London until redistricting a couple of
years ago.

And | will also say that | have lived in
the town of Waterford for 29 years and | would

recormend living here to anyone. |It’s a wonderfu
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comunity. But nore inportantly, it is a comunity
that | believe is a secure community in the sense of
peopl e taking care of people which is so inportant.

Much of what’s been said, | have to agree
with, and sol will shorten ny remarks because | don’t
want to be too repetitive. But | do agree with the
previ ous speakers that the plant at M| | stone whichis
now owned by t he Doni ni on Corporation really has done
a wonderful job restoring faith that this conmunity
needs to have in the plant that iswithinamle of ny
house. So | see it blinking, the lights blinking,
fromone of the windows on the second floor. So if
the lights are blinking, everything is fine.

And | will alsotell youthat the corments
that | get fromthe public about concerns really have
di sappeared over the last few years since Dom nion
bought the plant and has put it on the right course.
Previously as we all know and everyone knows who is
sittinginthis room there were great concerns raised
by the comunity and appropriate ones that were
addressed in a very radi cal way by cl osing the plant,
not inits entirety, but just tenporarily, |ooking at
it, making sure - when | say closing | nmean unit 1 -
maki ng sure that the plants were returned to the
condition that it should have been all al ong.

| was pl eased to see that when you put the

slide up about the issues you Il be looking at in
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terns of environnent that we are | ooking at the human
envi ronnent as was stated and not sonething that is
what | think a part of the human environnment. So

think any remarks that are nade here today about the

quality of life we have, but is really the human
environnent. It is the world we live in.
| serve in the Legislature. | have been

serving for 12 years in the House. And | currently
serve as the House Chair of the Finance Revenue and
Bonding Committee. Qobviously the conmttee is
i nvol ved with tax i ssues. This plant provides alarge
part of not only Waterford’s tax base - | venture to
say less than it did because of the of the electric
restructuring, but it also provides to the tax base
for the State of Connecticut.

When you | ook at the fact as was nmenti oned
that nore than 45 percent of the electricity that’s
generated here supports the State of Connecticut, we
al |l know what that nmeans for business. It neans that
when the lights are working, business is cranking
away. We cannot forget what an i nportant part of the
economy Ml lstone is. It has, as was previously
mentioned, had a great record |ast year when the
Nort heast was shut down due to the blackout that
occurred. | was in Hartford at that time negotiating
t he budget. We sawthe lights flicker and, of course,

turned the TV on and heard what was going on. It was
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nice to cone home fromHartford in the mddle of the
ni ght and see that | had lights at hone and no one
el se did. So, we know how inportant keeping this
plant is to providing electricity.

But it al so provides, as has been st at ed,
not only energy to keep busi nesses goi ng but energy to
keep all of us warmin the winter and cool in the
sunmer. As we face anot her summer now and as we wi | |
in the years ahead, we need that reliable source of
electricity.

The other thing that | think we need to
keep in mndis that as we ook at air quality issues
and we knowt hat Connecticut is a non-attainnent state
in terms of air quality and serving on the
Transportation Conmittee, has certainly gotten ne
involved in all of the concerns around an em ssions
program which we won't get into now, it's got its
probl ens, but it proves the point that Connecti cut and
especially, | would venture to say the shore |ine,
Connecticut unfortunately receives the air quality
fromthe M dwest and we don’t need fossil fuel plants
addi ng to the probl ens here in Connecticut interns of
air quality. Nuclear power is a cleaner source of
electricity and I would state that it is something
that if it is working well, we should continue to
promote it here in this region and | believe it is

wor ki ng wel | .
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I want to close wth sone persona
comments. Wen M| stone had held the announcenent
that they were going to apply for license renewal and
there were conmunity | eaders in the audi ence and we
were all here making remarks, it nmade ne t hink back to
decades ago when I was in college and thinki ng about
the fact that -- | read all the books, Rachel Carson
and all the books about clean environnment and | was
hi ghl y opposed to anyt hi ng nucl ear at the tinme, but |
think at the tine that was probably appropriate.

W have cone a |l ong way i n technol ogy and

safety. | will tell you that | don’t have any
concerns about living near theplant. | will tell you
al so that when | hear a strange noise, | do wonder,

but that is rare and | always get a phone call from
t he conpany, saying "W’ re shutting down for a while.

W' re refueling. W' re doing whatever it is" so the
comuni cation is right on target. They’ ve done a
wonder ful j ob making sure that el ected officials and
| would venture to say the public in general are
informed as to what is going on at the plant and |
appreciate that greatly. So as | said, | used to have
a feeling that I was -- You know the concerns about
nucl ear energy, but as | said, | do think that they' ve
come really mles in inproving nuclear plants,

i mprovi ng the environnmental concerns that we all have

and agai n, | do support the license renewal, this nost
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i mportant part of the econony. Thank you.

FACI LI TATOR CAMERON: Thank you very nuch,
Representative Stillman. | want to give you all a
previ ew of who our next few speakers are going to be.
W' re going to go next to Richard Brown fromCity of
New London and then |’ mgoing to ask Steve Scace from
Dominion to come up and talk alittle bit about their
vision for |license renewal and then we’re going to go
to Tim Medeiros, Al Maderia and Nancy Burton. Then
we' Il continue onwith afewspeakers after that. M.
Br own.

MR. BROMN: CGood afternoon. |'Il be very
brief. M nane is Richard Brown and | serve as Gty
Manager of New London, Connecticut. New London is a
comunity of 26,000 persons in six square mles. It
is adjacent to Waterford, Connecticut and the
M1 I stone Power Station.

| support the relicensing of MIIstone
Units 2 and 3. MIlIlstone is operated in a safe and
efficient manner and not only contributes to the
regi onal economy, but is a major supplier of power in
Connecticut and the Northeast. Dom nion Resources
through M1 stone Power Station is a major enployer
with over 460 persons enployed wthin Southeastern
Connecti cut .

Additionally, MII stone supports the |l ocal

econony by purchasing as many goods and services
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| ocally as possible. The total econom c inpact of
MIlstone Power Station in New London County is
estimated to exceed $500 milli on.

M| I stone is a good nei ghbor. W interact
with them in energency planning exercises and on
i ssues of concern at the plant itself. Conmunications
are excellent. There are regular neetings wth
comunity | eaders to update us on i ssues at M| | stone
and t he di ssem nati on of emergency i nformation occurs
i Mmedi ately and there is every attenpt to provide
information to us in advance of any non-routine
activity. Over the past couple of years, MIIstone
enpl oyees on their own have initiated cl ean-ups inthe
city’s parks at Green Harbor Park in New London and
constructed a new playground at Edgerton El enentary
School .

In summary, |et me paraphrase a recent
MasterCard commercial. "MII|stone’s econonic i npact
i n Sout heastern Connecticut, New London County, $500
mllion. Value of their enployees and the val ue of
the Corporation to the comunity: Priceless.” W
support the relicensing. Thank you.

FACI LI TATOR CAMERON: Thank you, M.
Brown. M. Scace, woul d you want to cone up and speak
to us? M. Scace is the Director of Nuclear Safety
and Li censi ng for Dom ni on Nucl ear Connecticut. Steve

Scace.
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MR. SCACE: Thank you and good afternoon.

My nanme is Steve Scace. | amDirector of the Safety
and Li censi ng at t he Dom ni on’ s Nucl ear Power Stati on.
Il would like to thank the Nuclear Regulatory
Conmi ssion and t he town of Waterford for offering this
opportunity for public comrents.

The public participation in the |icense
renewal process is inportant because it hel ps ensure
that the public has a voice on issues that affect
them It provides an opportunity for the public to
under st and how t he process works. It hel ps our | ocal
community stay abreast of issues affecting the
M1 I stone Power Station.

Allow nme to tell you a little bit about
Ml 1lstone. Unit 2 began conmercial operationin 1975
and went in full power produces 870 mllion watts.
That’ s 870 negawatts of electricity. Unit 3 entered
commercial operation in 1986 and generated 1,154
megawatts of electricity. Together, Units 2 and 3
produce enough electricity to neet the needs of nore
t han one m |l ion Connecti cut homes and busi nesses. As
we’ ve heard, that’s equivalent to nearly half of al
the electricity used in our state and M| stone
produces all this electricity using nuclear fuel which
does not generate the em ssions to the air that are
typi cal of other sources of electricity.

Renewal of the MIlIstone operating
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licenses will continue the benefits our enployees
provide for our local comunity. M1l stone has
approximately 1,300 full-time enpl oyees. The annual
payroll, including benefits, is over $150 mllion.
More 250 | ocal contractors work at M1l stone and |ive
in our comrunity. During our regularly schedul ed
ref uel i ng out ages, the nunmber of contractors increases
by about 800. Each reactor is refueled every 18
nmonths. During the past two years, MII|stone spent
over $170 mi |l lion on operations and capital projects,
maki ng vital investments in the future of our state.

But t he support to Connecticut i s not just
interns of electricity and payroll. At MII|stone, we
care about nei ghbors and our community and it shows.
In fact, nost of our 1300 enployees live with their
famlies in the i medi ate area around the stati on and
are active in their comunity.

For the past 34 years, | have worked at
MIlIstone and lived with ny famly within a dozen
mles of our station in Waterford, in New London, in
Salem and in Fisher’s Island. During that tine, |
have served on the Sal em Board of Finance and Sal em
Board of Education and until recently | was chairman
of the Fisher Island s Board of Educati on.

At Dom ni on, we work hard t o encour age our
enpl oyees to be involved in their comunities. To

back up t hi s phil osophy, we provi de t he enpl oyees ti ne
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away from work to get involved with not only a
comunity progranms that the conpany identifies, but
al so prograns that enployees thenselves want to
pur sue. Qur enpl oyees serve in a nunber of roles
i ncluding nmentors and tutors in our |ocal schools.
They are on dozens of boards and organi zati ons. They
even serve in |leadership positions wth |ocal
vol unt eer energency service providers.

Just one exanple of a comunity
participation involvenent in New London Elenentary
School that you heard fromthe Representative to New
London, last year, Domnion partnered with New
London’s Edgerton Elenentary PTO, students from
Connecticut College and the City of New London to
construct a rmuch needed pl ayground at the el enentary
school. Dom nion contributed about $25,000 to the
pl ayground equi pnrent and sent a teamof enpl oyees who
spent nore than a week constructing the play area.

W are al so proud that our enpl oyees gave
nore than $340,000 to the local United Way in 2003.
Infact, inthe tinme since Dom nion acquired M I | stone
in 2001, enpl oyee contri buti ons and conpany donati ons
have provided alnmost $1 million to the United Wy
al one and United Way i s just one of the many community
organi zations that we are involved wth.

W want to continue to be a positive

i nfluence in our conmunity while we continue to neet
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Connecticut’s energy needs. Licenserenewal will make
that possible. That’'s why |’ mexcited about |icense
renewal and so are our enpl oyees. |t’s because of the
great opportunities |license renewal presents.

It’s inmportant for our comunity to know
that the license renewal is an independent, tine-
tested process. The NRC |l ed process is extrenely
rigorous. An analysis analyzes not only the physi cal
systens and conponents at the plant, but also the
pl ant work processes and prograns.

In fact, it took MII|stone several years
of work particularly engineering evaluations and
envi ronnent al anal ysi s to devel op our |icense renewal
application. Each application contain norethan 1,500
pages of information. Based on the NRC process, we
expect that our applications will undergo about two
and a hal f years of scrutiny and revi ewas we’ ve heard
which includes nultiple opportunities for public
partici pation.

In the United States, about two dozen
i cense renewal applications have been received and
approved by the NRC. Anong them are Dominion’s two
Virginia stations, North Anna and Surry, whose
i censes were renewed in 2003.

There are conpel | i ng reasons for renew ng
the M|l stone operatinglicenses. First and forenost,

we operate the units with safety always as our top
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priority. Dom nion has earned an international
reputation for excellencein asafe, reliable nuclear
oper at i ons. W have six operating units at three
| ocati ons and nore than 150 react or years of operating
experi ence.

Qur operating records show the safety,
bot h nucl ear safety and personal safety, as our top
priority. Miltiplelayers of safety are designedinto
our procedures and our activities. Extensivetraining
and a focus on safety begins on the first day of
enpl oynent for every enpl oyee. Qur work processes are
designed to catch i ssues before they becone probl ens
so they can be addressed in a tinely and effective
manner. This is a trademark that we are very proud of
at Dom ni on.

The Nucl ear Regul at ory Commi ssi on and t he
Institute for Nucl ear Power Operation  have
consistently given Dom nion high marks for safe
operations. Less than two nonths ago in this room
the NRC provided favorable conments on our safe
operations at MIlstone in 2003 during the Annual
Performance Assessnment Meeting and our |ocal
newspaper, "The Day," recently recognized the
M1 stone saf ety performance and nore i nportantly, the
entire enpl oyee teamthat nakes safe performance its
hi ghest priority. That’s high praise indeed and not

easy to cone by.
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One of the nost conpelling reasons for
renewing the MIIstone Iicenses is Domnion s record
for reliable per f or mance and envi ronnent al
stewardship. M| stone Power Station is good for the
environnent. Qur environnental programis | SO 14001
certified which nmeans it neets the rigorous standards
of the International Organization for Standardization.

W have an onsite environnental program
departnment whose sole responsibility is to assess
MIllstone’s inpact on the environment and insure
conpliance with environmental regul ation. Qur onsite
envi ronnent al lab began studying the aquatic
envi ronment around the station even before the first
unit went into operation in 1970. Over the |last few
years, we have received two Green Circle Awards from
Connecticut’s Departnent of Environnental Protection
for environnmental stewardship.

Let me concl ude by stating that M| stone
is a stabl e, sustainable energy source that provides
envi ronnent al bal ance f or New Engl and’ s gr ow ng ener gy
needs. Energy reliability is critical for our
everyday lives. W need to plan for the future.

As our econony and the popul ati on grow,
reliable sources of electricity including MIIstone
will be vital to our prosperity and our way of life.
License renewal will help ensure MIIstone remins

avail abl e to neet these future needs. Thank you and
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this concludes ny coments.

FACI LI TATOR CAMERON: Ckay. Thank you
very much, M. Scace. Next, we’'re going to goto Tim
Medei r os.

MR. MEDEI ROCS: Well, we’ve been hearing
everyt hi ng good about M|l stone. | guess |’mgoingto
be the first one to have to say sonething bad about
it. I"ma comrercial fisherman fromStoni ngton and ny
past years | used to go fishing in NNantic Bay quite
often. | used to make a good living up there. In the
past few years, we haven't been able to go there and
that’s mainly because there is no fish there anynore.

Now t he reason for that i s because of the
cooling system that MIIlstone uses to cool their

reactors. They have an entrai nnent where they take in

mllions and mllions and billions of little baby fish
and whatever else there is and they kill them The
result is we have no fish anynore. | don’'t see how

this is good for the public or anything el se for that
matter.

The ot her thingis whenthe cooling system
when t hey di scharge, t hey di scharge hydrazi ne whichis
cancer - causi ng chem cal that causes cancer in fish and
probably humans too. | don’t think there's any study
on it yet. But nevertheless, | don’t think I would
want to live next to MIIstone know ng that that was

going on to nmy water.
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They’ ve been operating with an invalid
permt that expired in 1997 to discharge these
chem cal s. If they were to go to a closed system
whi ch t hey know about, they woul d not be killing these
fish and ot her things that are going in there and t hey
woul dn’t have to use this chemical tocleanit either.

It would be costly, but what would the
cost be? You're really tal king about Iivelihood of
peopl e, maybe people’s |ives or you' re tal ki ng about
some nonetary figure that could take care of this
whol e problem | think the only way to do thisis to
shut themdown and nake t hemchange their systemover
to a cl osed systemand that woul d be the only way t hat
| would agree to renewing the permt.

FACI LI TATOR CAMERON: Thank you very much,
M. Medeiros. M. Maderia.

MR. MADERI A: Good afternoon. | stand by
nmy cousin in his statements. W have both have a
|l awsuit that’s in the works agai nst M| 1| stone agai nst
this killing of winter flounder. W nmade a |ot of
noney at certain tines and now we make not hi ng.

|"ve heard the politicians talk wth
di scussi ng environnmental issues. |’mnot sitting here
to argue that MIIlstone isn’t a great nei ghbor as far
as public relations go. Money can do wonders. They
can put playgrounds up. They can put people in jobs.

|’ m not here to argue that.
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As a matter of fact, if that's the case,
we're all for it, but let’s goto a closed system W
actual |y devastated N antic Bay. One Senator | heard
actual |y addressed the i ssue of the winter flounder.
Vell, et me tell you sonething, Senator. When you
start looking into it, you're going to be shocked.
It’s unbelievabl e.

W did a test there in the mddle of May
| ast year at the peak of the fl ounder season. W used
to do seven bushel s there so the towthat we towed, we
had seven fish in count. That’s not a tribute to the
mesh size in the new Federal laws. That’'s a tribute
to the lack of fish there.

I’dliketo see aclosed systemgo because
| want to get to this problem before they are
depleted. The way we’'re going, they will be totally
extinct in Niantic Bay. It’s not overfishing. 1’ve
heard this for years. And we stopped fishing there

approxi mately seven years ago and it’s worse now t han

it was before. | don’t want to hear "all the
fishing." I'msick of it. W get blaned for a |lot.
W don't doit. It’s time that the public realizes

t hat maybe now t he Gover nment shoul d start | ooking at
other things besides the fishing, pollution, this
hydr azi ne, everyt hing.

And I'mfor it to. | think there should

be a license if they do the right thing. |If they do
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the proper thing. Let’s go to a closed system The
noney that it’s cost us, the fishernen and resources,
t hat noney coul d have been wel | spent to put a cl osed
systemin. But unfortunately, we’'re paying for the
| oss, not M| stone.

Now t he noney that we’re | osi ng, put that
into a closed system and | got no problem wth
MIlstone. But until they go to a closed system |
have a big problem 1t’s very feasible to do. | hear
it costs mllions of dollars. Well, spend | ess noney
in public relations and put nore noney into a cl osed
system It’s just getting to be alittle absurd and
| think the fishernen are taking the brunt of it and

we have to | ook deeper.

Now, like |I said, I'’mnot here to argue
with MIIstone. We have discussed this. The
politicians have cone up. All | hear is about is how

great a neighbor they are and we’re not sitting here
di scussing that right now

W' re here di scussi ng envi ronnent i ssues.
That’s what we’'re here for. They are repetitious in
how great they are and |’ mnot going to argue. They
could be the greatest. |’ve seen them put on al
ki nds of shows and stuff. Put your noney where your
mouth is. Put the closed systemin. There will be no
conplaints fromnme until you get the |icense. But

until that’s done, | say deny it.
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| hate to think that big business and
governnment are in bed together, but if this goes
through, 1’"m going to have start questioning it a
little bit because |’ ve noti ced nore and nore now t hat
nor e peopl e have l ost faith in the governnent andit’s
a scary thought. But a lot of people are. And with
this lraqi thing, it’s everything in general and I
would like to get the confidence back. 1'd like to
see sonet hi ng done right for a change. 1| don’t think
we’' re asking an awful lot. Thank you.

FACI LI TATOR CAMERON: Thanks, M. Maderi a.
W' re going to go to Nancy Burton.

M5. BURTON: Thank you, Chip. |’ m Nancy
Burton. |1’ mhere serving several purposes. Oneis as
a spokesperson for the Connecticut Coalition Agai nst
M || st one whi ch has i nt ervened and sought a heari ng on
this application, challenges the application, and
intends to participate in the process. | have only
prelimnary coments at this tine. VW will be
submitting for corments in witing, but I would |ike
to share just a few very brief remarks first.

My first cooment has to be directedto the
application material s and t he assessnent that appears
to have been undertaken so far by the NRC. It seens
to suffer from a mmjor omssion. That is,
consi derati on of the biol ogical effects of the ongoi ng

operations of MIlstone on the human popul ation.
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Wt hout even getting into the other aspects of the
environnment, we know that there has been a very
significant effect on the human population in this
comunity over the 34 years that the M/ Istone
React ors have been in operation.

We have heard the business contributions
bal | yhoo here, but has anybody yet tallied up the
enhancenments to the health care professions in this
i ndustry going to the incidences of devastation and
di sease, despair brought about to individuals and
fam lies through cancer and other illnesses directly
attributable, we know, to the routine em ssions from
MIlIstone to the air and the water? W know that
certainfacilities such as the Community Cancer Center
are doi ng wel | as busi nesses because of their patient
| oad.

W knowt hat for our own organi zati on, the
Connecticut Coalition Against MIIstone, we have
suffered devastating | osses just in the past year. W
do not see any analysis in the present material s that
have been submtted as to the deaths and il | nesses of
workers at M1l stone. W havein mnd particularly at
the nonent our wonderful stalwart, a friend and
supporter, Joe Besade, who passed away this year. He
had a devestating kind of cancer, suffered horribly,
and there is every good reason to believe or every bad

reason to believe that he suffered his illness and




10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

26

27

50

di ed because of what he was exposed to when he worked
at the MIIstone Nucl ear Power Station.

W don’t see that you peopl e have tracked
any of the workers at MIIlstone since 1970 to the
present tinme. What has happened to then? Were are
t hey? Why have so many died prematurel y? Wy have so
many suffered health effects? That’'s workers.

Were is the information in this
application and the NRC analysis of the human
popul ation and the areas around the comunities
i Mmediately in the shadow of MIIlstone and even
beyond? We know that there are cancer clusters.
These have beenidentifiedto either side of MIIstone
and the beautiful areas.

Take M || stone out of the picture and go
to Jordan Cove and Niantic Bay, and these are sone of
the prettiest, nost seemingly pristine areas of
Sout heast ern Connecti cut. They have identified cancer
clusters. Go door to door. People have died. People
are dying. There is a cancer wave, a cancer epidemc
in this comunity that needs to be analyzed here
during this process to deternmine the effects on the
human popul ation from the operations-to-date of
M || stone.

When the facts come in, there will be no
guestion whatsoever that this plant, this facility

nmust close because of its effect on the hunan
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popul ati on. As | say, ny conments are brief and
prelimnary at this point. There will be nore. |
want to address another major shortcomng in the
application materials that I have seen and revi ewed by
t he NRC.

| do not see that there has been any
anal ysis  of the potential for cat ast r ophi c,
environnental horrors which wll occur should
M |1l stone actually becone the target of nalevol ent
forces. W knowthat in the past year, MI I stone has
been identified by the Federal O fice of Honel and
Security as being a primary, if not the primary
terrorist target of choicein all of Connecticut, the
entire state. There's a reason for that.

The reason is that it contributes so much
to the infrastructure, so nuch to provide neans for
the econony to operate that it is a very attractive
target there, nestled on the water, near the airport,
next to a train track, in a residential area where
hundr eds of thousands of people live within 50 m | es,
all of them highly vulnerable to the catastrophic
effects of a terrorist attack which would be so
environmentally devastating that it would be
unt hi nkabl e.

That informati on needs to be assessed in
this application because we are here today i nthe year

2004 and thisis arealisticrisk. Again, nmy corments
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are prelimnary. There will be nore. | want to
briefly discuss the issue of the Cean Water Act.
Under the Federal Clean Water Act, this facility
requires a valid permt to take in the billions of
gal lons of water per day that it needs to keep the
reactors fromnelting down and to flush out chem cal s
into the sea.

The organi zation that |’maffiliated with
has brought this issue to various |egal public fora.
W have denonstrated wi t hout any doubt that the perm t
is not valid. Not only that, the information that
Dom nion has submitted to the NRCis incorrect. It
relies upon subm ssion of materials suggesting that
t he conpany has obtai ned | awful permts to do what it
has been doing to the environnent which, as you have
heard, has been devastating to the indi genous w nter
f I ounder.

They were here | ong before we were. Those
few who are still out there keep com ng back to the
same river, the Niantic River, but now there are so
few that a great deal of time is taken in the
i nvestigation of the environnental effectstofindthe
fish that there’'s little time for anything else
because there are so few fish.

When Northeast Utilities applied to the
NRC, initially to the Atom c Energy Comm ssion, to

operate, it made certain predictions of the effects
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that the operations would have over time in the
comunity but never predicted, at |east on paper to
the NRC, that it would have the devastating effect
that it has had which is to drive the indigenous fish
to a point of near extinction. Extinctionis forever.
W nay be there already with these fish.

If that is the case and we recognize it
now, there can be no way t hat the NRC coul d reasonably
consi der extending a pernmit for yet 20 nore years out
into the future without addressing this great |oss.
It is an unacceptable |o0ss. It would have been
unacceptable 30 years ago had the true facts been
presented at the time of the initial |Iicensing.
Again, these are brief prelimnary remarks. There
will be nore.

| can’t resist responding to the comment
t hat the nucl ear energy here produced at MI | stone is
cl ean energy. Apparently sonme people think it’s good
for you and it’s good to breathe. Well, all of this
is msinformation. This is nuclear industry
m si nf ormati on.

Nucl ear energy is very, very dirty.
That’ s why nobody wants t o keep nucl ear waste in their
backyar d. That’s why everybody is talking about
shipping it out somewhere far, far away. It’s
probably the dirtiest form of production of energy

t hat can be fathomed. Even in the process of uranium
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enrichnent, there are all kinds of ways in which the
air is polluted through generation of fossil power.
But that is just a very brief comrent.

|  just wanted to point out that
specifically some of the materials that we have had an
opportunity toreviewin a prelimnary matter really
need to be enphasi zed here today. For instance, |'m
| ooki ng at Table F. 3-2 subnmitted January 2004 on page
E-F-80. This is one page of many that |ist a nunber
of potential inprovements that the conpany itself
bel i eves could enhance safety and operations at
M || stone.

Let me read one to you. "187, potenti al
i mprovenment, automate start capability of Terry
t ur bi ne. Di scussion, operator fails to start the
Terry turbine." Then there’s an analysis of what it
woul d cost to make this potential inprovenent. There
is aconclusion that it is not worth the cost. It is
not cost beneficial since the cost is greater than
twice the benefit. That doesn’'t sound to ne |ike the
conmpany has deci ded al ways to go for safety over cost.

Let ne | ook at nunber 189. "Potenti al
i mprovenent, automate energency boration of RCS.
Di scussion, operator fails to initiate energency
boration. Conclusion, not cost beneficial to make
t hat i nprovenment since the cost is greater than tw ce

t he benefit."
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Let’s go on to nunber 190. And | just
pi cked at random one page out of many. "Potenti al
i mprovenent, install redundant |ineto RAST equi val ent
to 2-CH 192. Discussion, RAST isol ation val ve 2-CH
192 fails to open on demand."” Well, this one gets Xed
out because it’s not cost beneficial since cost is
greater than twi ce the benefit.

Let’s ook at 191 or 192 or go on and on
and on. These are potential inprovenments that the
conpany has determ ned would enhance safety of
Dom ni on deened not cost beneficial in our deregul at ed
environment in Connecticut. |'mlosing ny voice. |
have made a few comrents. 1’11 be maki ng nore. Thank
you very nuch.

FACI LI TATOR CAMERON:  Thank you, Nancy.
Qur next three speakers are going to be M. Don
Kl epper-Sm th, Stephen Negri, and General Zenbrzuski .
M. Kl epper-Smth.

MR. KLEPPER-SM TH: Good afternoon. My
nane is Don Klepper-Snith. I’m a professional
econoni st. To give you sone background i nfornmation,
| am former Chief Econom st with SBC. |’ m Econom c
Advi sor to the Governor and i ncom ng President of the
Hartford Area Busi ness Econom sts.

I’d like to keep my comrents brief and to
the point and tal k about basically three things; the

i mportance of aqualityinfrastructure, theinportance
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of nuclear power in terns of keeping the costs of
doi ng busi ness down, and the direct econonic inpacts
associated with MIIstone per an econom ¢ study that
| conducted a few years ago. Let me start off by
saying that | had the privilege back in 2001 of
chairing an econom c devel opnent conference to talk
about the inportance of quality infrastructureandits
aggregate i nportance to the Connecticut econony.

W talked about having a quality
infrastructure, a quality highway system rails, an
electric grid, and an air transportation system As
co-chair of that conference, | cantell you one of the
under | yi ng themes and concl usi ons was that having a
quality infrastructure was non-negotiable. W needto
have it for econom c conpetitiveness.

Now, to keep ny comments brief and to the
point, I'dliketo summarize sone of the conments from
the study that we conducted. That will be submtted
in paper version as well. First off, when we tal ked
about one of the key conclusions fromour study, we
basically came up with an underlying thene that was
echoed by many peopl e at the conference whichisif we
want to have a world class econonmy in the State of
Connecticut, we first need to have a world class
i nfrastructure.

The econom c anal ysi s t hat we’ ve conduct ed

shows that infrastructure and productivity are
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i nextricably |inked. Anybody who has spent tinme in a
traffic jamon 1-95 knows this to be true. Now, as
sonmebody who has st udi ed econom cs professionally for
25 years, | can say the lack of a quality
i nfrastructure has underm ned busi ness productivity
and acted as a disincentive for firms looking to
mgrate into the State of Connecticut.

The fall out from 9/11 shows nore jobs
mgrating into New Jersey as opposed to Connecti cut,
one key reason being a | better functioni ng
infrastructure. The bottomlineis that state-of-the-
art infrastructure and all its conponents i s necessary
for future econom c devel opnent and facilitates future
econonmic growm h. Qur long-termconpetitivenessinthe
state is dependent on quality infrastructure.

The second point | want to tal k to speaks
to sone of the nobst inportant research that | have
seen in the business. |It’s research conducted from
our friends at economnmy.com which is one of the nost
respected economic consulting firms in the US.
Basically they did research on the relative cost of
doi ng busi ness in aregion and the i npact on aggregate
econom ¢ performance in the |ong run.

Their conclusion was very clear. To the
degree that we can keep busi ness costs down, the state
will be advantaged from an economi c devel opnent

standpoint. The nost recent statistics for the cost
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of doi ng busi ness i n Connecti cut showthat our cost is
about 12 percent above t he national average and is the
third highest in the Northeast behind Massachusetts
and New Jersey.

The resear ch conduct ed by econony. comset
out to look at business costs and specifically
industry mx, the relative cost of doing business,
retiree mgration, and how they all factor into and
i mpact |long-termjob growth. Looking at the study
t hat they conducted over a one year, a three year, a
five year, and a ten year tinme frame, the bottomline
concl usi on was hal f of all long-termjob growth, half,
is determined by the relative cost of doi ng busi ness.

So let me be very clear. We have
incentive within the State of Connecticut to keep the
costs of doi ng business dowmn. Clearly cost effective
nucl ear power has a role to play in keeping the cost
of doi ng business under control. Qur study pointed
out, when we |ooked at production costs for
electricity by fuel generation type, that nuclear
power was clean. It was safe, and it was the nost
cost effective alternative.

It was 30 percent cheaper than gas, 33
percent cheaper than oil, and actually | ess than coal
wi t hout the environnental issues. A key point from
our study was that M| Istone Station provides cost

effective power which in turn is essential to the
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state’s | ong-term econom c conpetitiveness.

W also want to talk about, finally,
MIlIlstone itself as an economc entity. Apart from
providing cost effective power, our study concluded
that MIIstone Station had positive and substantia
econom ¢ benefits for the |ocal area econony. CQur
study showed that there were 1,497 direct jobs
associated with MIlstone Station generating 231.3
mllion in annualized direct spending.

Accounting for multiplier effects, the
| evel of spending, both direct and indirect, was about
$500 million. So again, looking at these dollar
vol umes and the jobs generated, the economni c inpact
was substantial and very, very clearly beneficial.

Qur bottom |ine conclusions were that
M1 stone Station provi des cost effective andreliable
electricity to the region’s conmercial, industrial,
and resi denti al users enhanci ng Connecticut’s econom c
conpetitiveness. MIlIstone also contributes to the
state’s econony through direct job creation and
spendi ng on goods and services as well as the indirect
mul tiplier effects.

That | eads nme to ny final concl usi on whi ch
is the conclusion froman organi zation | do a | ot of
work with which is the Connecticut Business and
| ndustry Associ ation. CBIA has gone on the record as

saying, "Energy is a critical concern of the state’s
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busi ness conmunity because Connecticut’s power needs
are out-pacing its ability to deliver it."

So once again, the bottomlineis that the
Connecti cut econony needs cost effective power to
conpete in today' s gl obal marketplace. MIllstone is
a val uable economic asset. | would argue that its
continued operation is absolutely necessary for our
| ong-term economi ¢ health. Thank you very much

FACI LI TATOR CAMERON: Thank you, M.
Kl epper-Smith. Stephen Negri.

MR. NEGRI: Good afternoon. M/ nane is
St ephen Negri. |'’ma representative of Waterford. |
have cone here today to speak i n favor of a renewal of
the operating license for MIIstone Units 2 and 3. |
liveinthe MIIstone Point Association, an area t hat
coul d not be any closer to the nucl ear power station.
My wife and | have lived there nearly 14 years, and |
have absol utely no fear or concerns about the stati on.

W bel i eve t hat positive inprovenents have
been made over the last several years and that
Domi nion has proven to be a good and responsible
nei ghbor . Domi nion has kept its neighbors well
i nformed and regul arly contacts us about our concerns.
As the former President of the MIIstone Point
Associ ation, | can describe our conmmuni cati ons and t he
company’ s cooperation as excellent.

As a famly, we feel very safe and secure




10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

26

27

61

near M|l stone. W are so confident in the safety of
this location that a few short nonths ago we built a
brand new hone in the same neighborhood. Qur
nei ghbor hood al so i ncl udes several current and forner
enpl oyees of the MIIstone Station

As a resident of the Town of Waterford and
one who was active in public affairs, 1 cannot
enphasi ze enough t he econoni c i nportance of i nmportance
of MIllstone for the town and region. M1 I stone
provi des good payi ng jobs and spends noney at | ocal
busi nesses. It pays a very large portion of
Waterford s taxes and contri butes voluntarily to many
community activities and charities.

Personal spending by MI| stone enpl oyees
contributes greatly to the economc base of
Sout heast ern Connecticut. In short, MIIlstone is one
of the econom c engi nes t hat keep our | ocal economy on
an upward track. | strongly urge the NRC to renew
their licenses. Thank you.

FACI LI TATOR CAMERON: Thanks a lot, M.
Negri. Now, we’'re going to go to General Zenbrzuski

CENERAL ZEMBRZUSKI : Good afternoon,
everybody. |’ mBrigadi er General Zenbrzuski. 1’ mthe
Deputy GCeneral for the State of Connecticut and
representing General Cugno today. | wi sh he were here
because you wuld see his excitement in the

rel ati onship between the Connecticut Guard and
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Domi ni on.

In accordance with 10 CFR 51. 26, | speak
to provide the followi ng conments to hel p the Nucl ear
Regul atory Conmi ssion identify the significant
positive interaction between Connecticut’s |aw
enf orcenent and energency response officials and the
staff of Dom nion Corporation in matters related to
the safe and secure operation of MIIstone Power
Station. The Connecticut Mlitary Departnent
conpri sed of the Connecticut Army and National CGuard,
when not in Federal status, Ofice of Enmergency
Managenent, CEM and the Organized Mlitiais a unique
dual status agency having both Federal and state
m ssi ons.

The Nati onal Guard’ s Federal mssionisto

mai nt ai n properly trai ned and equi pped units avail abl e

for pr onpt federalization for war, domesti c
energencies, or other issues. The Mlitary
Departnent’s state mission is to protect |ife and

property, preserve peace, order, and public safety,
conduct comunity servi ce prograns, and coordi nate al |
resources to assist the state in recovering fromany
di saster, man-nmade or natural .

M litary Departnment personnel have wor ked
with Dom nion personnel at all levels, from the
security guard to director, from a private to a

general with a common goal of enhanci ng and ensuring
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t he saf e and secure operation of MPS. The Connecti cut
Nati onal CGuard maintains a force of over 5,000
sol di ers and airmen.

Fromt hat manpower pool, a quick reaction
force - we’'ll refer to it as QRF - has been devel oped
with a mssion to imediately respond to honel and
security incidents. The primary m ssion of the QRFis
to facilitate and augnment security at Connecticut’s
critical infrastructure sites including MPS. To that
end, we have trained over 700 soldiers in QRF
procedures which allows for the rapid assenbly and
deploynment of a mssion appropriate QRF team to
respond anywhere in the state as needed wi thin hours
of notification.

"Operation Holiday Shield" provides an
exanpl e of Connecticut’s conmtnent to MPS. As a
result of the elevation of the Homeland Security
Advi sory Systemto orange, on Decenber 21, 2003, |
after consulting wi th Dom ni on Corporation officials,
ordered the QRF to deploy to MPS. The QRF coordi nat ed
the operation with the supported contract security,
Connecticut State Police, Waterford and East Lyne
Pol i ce, the Coast Guard and t he Connecti cut Depart nent
of Environmental Protection.

The Connecti cut National Guard's Director
of MIlitary Support conducts nonthly nmeetings with

Domi nion Corporation to coordinate preparation for
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potential depl oynent of the SRF and the QRF to MPS.

At the neetings, mlitary personnel discuss specific
security concerns with the medi an energency pl anners
and security managers, representatives fromthe FBI

t he St ate Departnment of Environmental Protection, the
Connecticut State Police, and Waterford Police
Depart nent .

The overal | cooperation and coordination
by and between these key agencies facilitate
successful operations. Representatives from these
agencies attend and provide instructors for QRF
training sessions. The training includes FBI threat
briefs, instruction on the rules for the use of force
by mlitary, honeland security specific training,
weapons trai ni ng, dosi netry training, incident comand
systemtrai ning, | egal personnel, avi ati on operati ons,
and over flights of MPS, technical exercises at the
site, personal and vehicle search techniques,
patrol | ing, checkpoint procedures, reactingto nmedia,
and so on.

QRF personnel qualifications are validated
and certified. Ofice of Enmergency Managenent, our
state agency, hosts the state’'s energency managers
quarterly meetings. At the quarterly neetings, CEM
Federal Energency Managenent Agency, FEMA Region |
Dom ni on, and the | ocal energency nanagers, and the

Emer gency Pl anni ng Zone, EPZ, di scuss topics relative
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to MPS.

Those topics usually concern |oca
evacuationdrills, state-widedrills, national threat
el evation requiring protective actions, and plan
updat es. CEM coordinates and participates in
energency planning activities with MPS and ener gency
response personnel. OEM conducts two full scale
energency drills wth the local nunicipalities,
Dom ni on, FEMA Region, and the state and Federa
ener gency response agenci es designated to response to
an MPS r adi ol ogi cal event factoring in variables such
as neteorol ogi cal conditions and eval uation routing.

This Septenber, we will conduct a FEMA
eval uat ed ingestion pathway exerci se evaluating the
ability to assess and mtigate radiological
contam nation resulting from an MPS radiol ogical
ener gency. W do those drills annually. CEM s
training division works closely with the radiation
pl anni ng di visionto hel pthelocal energency nanagers
access the tabletop and full scale drills and
exerci ses.

Last fall, OEM worked with Lyme and O d
Lynme in conducting a full scale school evacuation
drill wherein school children were evacuated fromone
school to another outside the EPZ. OEM works with
Dominion to hold | aw enforcenment neetings relativeto

security onsite. Connecticut state police, Dom nion
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security, and local enforcenment neet to discuss
coordi nation issues relative to on scene response and
protection.

Connecticut |egislator inplenmentation of
potential iodine Kl distribution plan whereby KI kits
wer e di stributed throughout the i medi at e MPS r egi on.
Thi s plan was one of the first in the nation. OEMis
currently working with DPH, and the DUP to devel op K
-- dose rates for the general popul ation based on
contam nation levels released to the atnosphere.
Agai n, Connecticut woul d be either the first or one of
the first to have such a state plan. Connecti cut
continues to score very well in the energency
preparation preparedness exerci ses.

In the over 300 -evaluated areas,
Connecti cut scored wel |l havi ng only notati ons of m nor
i ssues requiring corrective actions in certain areas.
The mlitary departnent maintains and coordi nates
constant communi cations between Dom nion and the
Federal, state, and | ocal gover nment agenci es i nvol ved
with public safety and energency response; the
Connecticut Mlitary Departnment, the Connecticut
Depar t ment of Envi r onnment al Protection, t he
Connecti cut Departnment of Public Safety, and Dom ni on.

Based upon the Nuclear Regul at ory
Commi ssion’s Regulatory |Issue Summary 2002-21,

Nat i onal Guard and ot her energency responders | ocat ed
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inthe licensee’s control area executed an agreenent
to coordinate MPS contingency plans and procedures
i nvol ving the deploynment of security and energency
response personnel and equipnment to MPS. The
agreenment developed a protocol for sharing of
intelligence and threat information and the
rei mbursenment across for the deploynment of state
personnel at MPS formalizing the association of our
organi zations in the common goal of public safety of
security as it relates to MPS.

The relationship between Connecticut’s
ener gency response comunity and MPSis direct, well-
establ i shed, and often exerci sed. MPS enpl oys quality
personnel to staff their security and energency
pl anni ng operations which is nore than adequate for
the safe and secure operations during nornal
condi ti ons.

However, when additional personnel are
requi red to augnent or respond to MPS per sonnel during
energencies, Connecticut is ready and able to
i mredi ately and efficiently deploy coordinated
resources necessary for a successful response. | am
confident that Dom ni on and Connecticut maintain all
t he necessary and proper personnel, equipnent, and
measures to guarantee and facilitate Connecticut’s
public safety as it relates to MPS. Thank you.

FACI LI TATOR CAMERON: Thank you, General,
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and t hank the other general too for the remarks. W
have four remnai ni ng speakers. W' re going to go first
to John Markow cz and then to Susan McNamara and t hen
to Tony Sheridan and then to Evan Wol |l acott. John.

MR. MARKOW CZ: Being back here is |ike
deja vu all over again. M nane is John Markow cz.
I"m here in nmy role as Executive Director of the
Sout heast ern Connecti cut Enterprise Region. For the
record, | al so acknow edge | amthe co-chai rnman of the
St at e of Connecticut Nucl ear Energy Advi sory Council .

My conments here this afternoon reflect
the position of the Southeastern Connecti cut
Enterpri se Region and should not be tributed to the
Nucl ear Energy Advi sory Council. Any comments | make
regarding reactor safety, nuclear safety, or the
operation of a plant are m ne personally.

My purpose here this afternoon is to
provi de cormentary on t he environnental inpact of the
relicensing of the MII|stone Nuclear Power Station.
| specifically would like to address the socio-
econom ¢ inpact, provide sonme facts and figures
associated with that, and briefly comment on the
regul atory conpliance, safety, and the radiation
protection associated with the plant. | w Il coment
on the latter first.

My comment regarding deja vu all over

again has to do with this room because with Evan
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Wol | acott, who is the co-chair of the Nuclear
Advi sory Council with me, Bill Sheehan a resident of
Waterford - and | affectionately refer to himas the
vi ce chai rman even t hough we haven’t heard a word from
him- we’ve spent literally days in this roomover a
period of about four years listening to conmentary
from the public, responses fromthe regulator, and
responses fromthe community regardi ng the reopening
of the MII|stone Nuclear Power Station after it was
shut down by the Nucl ear Regul atory Conmi ssi on.

In part, the problenms of that era were
associated with a | ack of confidenceinthe regul ator.
So the Senator’'s coments earlier regarding
est abl i shnent of a NEAC was in part to provide sone
publ i c oversi ght or coomentary on the regul ator. The
fact that the organi zati on net once | ast year and has
so far nmet once this year, conpared to the nonthly and
i n sone cases al nost every ot her night neetings that
we’ ve had during the restarting of the power plant,
bears testinony to the amount of reconfidence in the
regul ator, the plant supervision being done by the
resident inspectors, and also in the ability of the
pl ant operators to rise above the criticism to
restore in the community the faith and trust in the
safe operation of the plant under new nanagenent.

| think we al so have to acknow edge t hat

Northeast Utilities was part of the solution as well
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as part of the problem Wth respect to the socio and
economc impact, | wuld like to provide sone
i nformati on. The total economc inpact of the
M || stone Nucl ear Power Station on the gross donmestic
product of Southeastern Connecticut is significant.
Qur gross donestic product i n Sout heast ern Connecti cut
is around $10 billion.

The M | | st one Nucl ear Power Station, worth
one percent of the workforce in Southeastern
Connecticut, contributes a half a billion dollars to
that $10 billion gross donestic product. So the
soci 0- econom ¢ inpact of not continuing to have the
plant |icensed is not trivial.

Roughly 1,500 enpl oyees are onsite. As
has been indicated earlier, to use a conservative
multiple, that leads to around 2,500 direct and
indirect jobs in Southeastern Connecticut. Roughly
two percent of our workforce is in one way, shape, or
fashion connected to the MIIstone Nuclear Power
Station.

The pay salaries at the nuclear power
station are roughly 50 percent above the average in
New London. As far as its expenditure within the
region, as far as conpensation of enployees, it’s
around $75 million. |If you add to that other parts of
the state, you are roughly around $100 nillion

annual | y.
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Direct and indirect conmpensation, if you
want to play the multiple ganme, you are now tal ki ng
about probably $150 mllion to $200 mllion.

M |1 stone Point nakes substantial purchases in New

London County. In 2001, it bought a quarter of a
billion dollars worth of goods and services in
Sout heastern Connecticut. It pays taxes. It pays a

| ot of taxes, $17 mllion in state and | ocal taxes.

Again, if you look at the indirect and
direct effects, you are talking about roughly $60
mllion in state and | ocal taxes as paid for by the
nucl ear power station. O significance also to the
econony  of Sout heastern  Connecti cut is the
availability of safe and reliable electricity. The
economy of Sout heastern Connecticut has gone through
a transition.

MIlIlstone is part of our four industry
clusters. It’s part of the advanced manuf acturi ng and
defense cluster. That particul ar cluster, because of
def ense down-sizing, has gone through a dramatic
reversal over the |l ast ten years. W have | ost about
50 percent of the enployees and 50 percent of the
gross domestic product.

So having the power station and its
enpl oyees contributing to the gross donestic product
is not a trivial statenent. The fact that they

produce safe and reliable electricity allows the
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transition of our econony to continue. \Wen those
lights blink, when the power goes off to your
conmput er, many of the new industries in Southeastern
Connecticut grind to a halt.

That does not happen very often. It did
not happen recently when t he western part of the state
| ost electricity. And so the availability of safe and
reliabl e nuclear power in Southeastern Connecticut
gives us a cost-conpetitive advantage versus ot her
parts of the state and other parts of the country in
mai nt ai ni ng our econony. W support the relicensing
of the MIIstone Station. Thank you.

FACI LI TATOR CAMERON: Thank you, M.
Mar kowi cz.  Susan McNamar a.

M5. McNAMARA:  Good afternoon. | just
have a few brief coments on Dom nion’s invol venent
and its commtnment to the community and the region.
My nanme i s Susan McNamara. |’ mthe Executive Director
of the Long Island Sound Foundation. CQur foundation
is anon-profit organi zation housed at the University
of Connecticut, Avery Point Canpus in G oton.

Qur mssion is dedicated to educating
children and adul ts about Long I|Island Sound and the
Wat ershed. We have several education progranms and
publ i cations. However, | feel the nost i nportant ones
are for the children in which we raise their awareness

and educate them about the environnment and how to
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preserve and protect it.

My favorite one began seven years ago.
Each year, we host the Long Island Sound and its
Wat er shed drawi ng contest. The theme of it is, what
Long Island Sound neans to ne. This state-w de
contest is for students grade kindergarten through
grade si x. W provide teachers with educationa
materials about the watershed and the sound to be
utilized in their classroons.

Students are asked to draw a picture of
what they have l|earned or what they may have
personal ly experienced with regards to the sound.
This year we had over 4,000 students participate in
the state contest. From the selected w nning
drawi ngs, we produced a cal endar.

As nost of you know, there is a great
struggle for nost non-profit organizations to raise
funds for their prograns. This year we are very
fortunate. W were recently approached by Dom nion to
be the sol e sponsor of our 2005 Long Island Sound and
its Watershed calendar. Wth this sponsorship, we
hope to reach nore students and school s.

We are very grateful to Dom nion. To us,
Domnion is a conmpany that conmts itself, that
reaches out to the stakehol ders. They provide aid to
many organi zati ons such as ours both financially and

as a vol unt eer support system W feel Donminionis an
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asset to our state, the region, and this comunity.
Thank you.

FACI LI TATOR CAMERON: Thank you very nuch,
Susan. We're next going to go to Tony Sheri dan.

MR. SHERI DAN: Thank you. Good eveni ng,

everyone. |’m Tony Sheridan. |’m President of the
Chamber of Commerce of Eastern Connecticut. e
represent 1, 167 conpani es, large and snall, in Eastern
Connecticut. |I'mnot going to reiterate many of the

comments that were nade about the econom c i nmpact on
Sout heast ern Connecti cut.

Sufficeit tosay that M| I stone produces
the equivalent of approxinately 48 percent of the
electricity that’s used in Connecticut on a daily
basis. That speaks for itself. Wat | do want to do
is put to rest sonme comment that was nade earlier
about the company able to buy its goodw I .

Many or perhaps nost of you don’t know
that there is an enpl oyee conmttee at M| I stone who
sits and decides on where our conmunity funds go.
That’ s an inportant point. That’s a point that |
think we need to understand. This is a comittee-
driven effort. Mny of the enployees cone in with
their favorites. | had mne when | was there. I
wor ked there for approximtely three years.

Oten, | was beat back because ny pet

project wasn't the kind of project that the commttee
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t hought m ght be good for the overall community. So
it’s a small point but a very inportant point. I
bring that up only because | want to speak to the
quality of the men and wonmen who work there. It was
i ndeed a privil ege working there.

Is there anyone in this room who thinks
t hat any one of these people m ght want to work in an
unsafe environnent, raise their famly in an unsafe
environnent? It’s just not the case. Possibly the
closest guy to the plant is Steve Negri. My hone
where | raise ny famly is probably next. | can see
the stack. He can throw a stone at it.

These are people who are  bright,
intelligent, capable, -caring people. They have
famlies. They live in the community. They serve on
boards and agencies. They work very hard to do the
right thing. |In fact, they are disciplined if they
don’t do the right thing. Oten, safety first is a
criteria up there that there is no second.

That is absolutely nunber one on
everybody’s mind. |f an enployee i s caught not bei ng
safe or even ignoring sone safety rules, they are
called up imediately. They are questioned and
encouraged t o do what the requirenments require themto
do. So it’s really a great place to work. In sone
ways, | amdi sappointed | amno |onger there. But I

did nmove on. | mss the place. W are so fortunate
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to have a responsi bl e conpany |i ke Dom ni on managi ng
this plant.

| would I'i ke to mention one ot her thought
here. One of the best exanples - and | know that
Dominionis very opentothis - if any of you have any
concerns about MIIstone, ask for a tour. There are
nore than willing to bring you through the plant and
show you how it works. There’s no better |esson
Agai n, on behalf of the Chanmber of Commerce, we're
here to support the relicensing. Thank you.

FACI LI TATOR CAMERON: Thank you very much,

Tony. Next is M. Evan Wol |l acott.

MR, WOOLLACOTT: My nane is Evan
Wool | acot t . | " m co-chai rman of the Nucl ear Energy
Advi sory Council for the State of Connecticut. |'m

not going to repeat what John Markow cz said about
that, but | will add a couple of itens. The council
was originally establishedin 1996 by the Connecti cut
State Legislature. | believe Senator Peters was one
of the people that was part of the bill that caused us
to be in existence.

There was concern anong t he people in the
State of Connecticut about the safety and health of
the people in the State of Connecticut relative to
operation of nuclear power plants. It was our
assignment tolook intothis and to spend sone tine on

it, and we did. W net with every enpl oyee there was
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and sonme of the Dom ni on peopl e.

Initially in 1996, we used to have a full
house here where nenbers of the public would ask
guestions and express their concerns. As we conti nued
this through the years, | think soneone mentioned
we’' re down to one. Somneone expressed we shoul dn’t be
tal ki ng down to one.

| think it was a great thing that we saw
only one person in the audi ence because there was the
concern about the operation of nuclear plants in and
around Waterford. | think that’'s a very inportant
poi nt . There also were some coments about the
del eterious effect of the operation of the nuclear
plant on the health and well-being of people in
Connecti cut .

| don’t know whether you renenber it or
not, but in 1997, the Nucl ear Energy Advi sory Counci |
comm ssioned a study looking to the incidence of
cancer. It was initiated first because of our other
pl ant down i n Haddam But the data was basi cal | y good
for MIlstone as well because Connecticut is such a
smal | state.

The scientistsinthe State of Connecti cut
i ndi cated they could see no correlation between the
operation of the nuclear plant in Waterford with the
i nci dence of cancer in the State of Connecticut.

There was no rel ati on what soever. | thought we shoul d
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know t hat and renmenber that. | think we have a good
operating plant here. W will continue to neet about

it even though only one person is in the audience.

Thank you.

FACI LI TATOR CAMERON: Thank you, M.
Wol  acott. | believethat that’s the |last person who
wanted to speak today. Is there anybody el se who

wanted to make any comments? Someone calling in |
guess. |1’mgoing to ask John Tappert to cl ose out the
meeting for us. John.

MR. TAPPERT: I’d just like to thank
everyone for com ng out here and participatinginthis
nmeeti ng and sharing your views with us and just rem nd
everyone that our public comrent period does extend
until June 4. So if you want to provide us any
addi ti onal comments by then, we would be happy to
revi ew t hem

Al so, we’re goi ng to have anot her neeti ng
again this evening at 7:00 p.m W’ 1|l be here at 6:00
p.m if youwant totalk tous informally. Staff wll
be here after the neeting if you want to talk to
anyone wi th a badge. Again, thanks for com ng. Drive
home safe. O f the record.

(Wher eupon, the above-entitled matter

concl uded at 3:37 p.m)
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